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early in April, 1776, they say " they had investigated
the charges, and had then come to certain resolutions
concerning them." But their delaying to send out
positive orders for commencing a prosecution against
the parties concerned till March, 1778, cannot be ac-
counted for. In the former letter they promise, if
they should find it necessary, to return the original
covenants of such of their servants as had been any
ways concerned in the undue receipt of money, in
order to enable the Governor-General and Council
to recover the same by suits in the Supreme Court.
But your Committee do not find that the covenants
were ever transmitted to Bengal. To whatever cause
these instances of neglect and delay may be attribut-
ed, they could not fail to create an opinion in Bengal
that the Court of Directors* were not heartily intent
upon the execution of their own orders, and to dis-
courage those members of government who were dis-
posed to undertake so invidious a duty.

In consequence of these delays, even their first
orders did not arrive in Bengal until some time after
the death of Colonel Monson, when the whole power
of the board had devolved to Mr. Hastings and Mr.
Barwell. When they sent what they call their posi-
tive orders, in March, 1778, they had long been ap-
prised of the death of Colonel Monson, and must
have been perfectly certain of the effect which that
event would have on the subsequent measures and
proceedings of the Governor-General and Council.
Their opinion of the principles of those gentlemen
appears in their letter of the 28th of November, 1777,
wherein they say u they cannot but express their con-
cern that the power of granting away their property
in perpetuity should have devolved upon such por-